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Description 

BACKGROUND  OF  THE  INVENTION 

Field  of  the  Invention 

This  invention  relates  generally  to  speech  process- 
ing,  and  more  particularly  to  a  system  and  method  for 
robust  speaker  verification  employing  temporal  decor- 
relation. 

Description  of  the  Related  Art 

Current  system  and  methods  of  speaker  voice  ver- 
ification  require  voice  enrollment  prior  to  actual  verifica- 
tion  usage.  During  such  enrollment,  a  model  of  the 
speech  particular  to  each  speaker  to  be  verified  is  cre- 
ated.  This  is  usually  done  by  gathering  speech  data  from 
several  utterances  known  to  come  from  a  given  speaker 
and  then  processing  the  data  to  form  models  unique  to 
the  speaker.  The  unique  models  are  stored  along  with 
information  that  identifies  the  speaker  of  the  models. 

During  actual  verification  usage,  speakers  first 
claim  their  identity.  The  system  requests  the  speaker 
speak  an  utterance  which  is  then  compared  tothestored 
speech  models  for  the  speaker  with  the  claimed  identity. 
If  the  spoken  utterance  and  speech  models  agree  close- 
ly,  then  the  speaker  is  declared  to  be  the  same  as  the 
claimed  identity. 

Present  methods  of  speech  processing  measure 
vectors  of  speech  parameters  from  an  utterance  over 
small  periods  of  time,  called  frames,  during  which  it  is 
assumed  that  the  acoustical  signal  is  not  changing  ap- 
preciably.  Often,  these  parameter  vectors  undergo  an 
orthogonalizing  linear  transformation,  or  some  other 
transformation,  to  create  statistically  uncorrelated 
speech  parameter  vectors,  also  known  as  speech  fea- 
ture  vectors.  The  resulting  parameter  or  feature  vectors 
can  be  used  to  model  an  individual's  speech. 

Currently,  some  speaker  verification  systems  group 
together  the  speech  vectors  from  all  frames  of  a  given 
person's  speech  and  use  them  to  determine  average 
statistical  properties  of  the  speech  vectors  over  entire 
utterances.  Sometimes  these  systems  estimate  aver- 
age  statistical  properties  of  the  distortion  of  the  speech 
vectors  due  to  different  handsets  and  channels.  The  av- 
erage  statistical  properties  are  subsequently  used  to 
verify  the  speaker. 

Other  speaker  verification  systems  group  speech 
vectors  that  correspond  to  the  same  speech  sounds  in 
a  process  called  alignment.  Dynamic  Time  Warping 
(DTW)  or  Hidden  Markov  Modeling  (HMM)  are  among 
the  more  well-known  methods  for  alignment.  The  sys- 
tem  estimates  the  statistical  properties  of  the  speech 
vectors  corresponding  to  each  group  separately.  The  re- 
sulting  collection  of  statistical  properties  of  the  groups 
of  speech  vectors  form  the  reference  model  for  the 
speaker  to  be  verified.  Verification  systems  often  sepa- 

rate  the  collection  of  statistical  properties  into  multiple 
models  representing  individual  words,  syllables,  or 
phones. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  all  of  these  present  art 
5  systems  utilize  statistical  properties  of  the  speaker's  da- 

ta  at  the  speech  vector  level.  Hence,  the  systems  im- 
plicitly  assume  independence  of  the  statistical  proper- 
ties  associated  with  each  group  of  speech  vectors. 

One  of  the  problems  faced  by  many  speaker  verifi- 
ed  cation  applications  include  unavoidable  distortion  or 

variation  of  the  speech  signal.  A  distorted  speech  signal 
results  in  distorted  speech  vectors.  If  the  vectors  are 
considered  individually,  as  current  verification  systems 
do,  it  is  difficult  to  determine  whether  the  speech  came 

is  from  an  assumed  true  speaker  or  an  impostor  because 
of  the  distortion  of  the  speech  vector.  This  degrades 
speaker  verification  performance. 

For  example,  in  telecommunications  applications, 
where  one  wishes  to  control  access  to  resources  by 

20  voice  identification  over  the  telephone,  use  of  different 
telephone  handsets  and  channels  often  distorts  and  var- 
ies  a  person's  speech.  In  other  applications,  such  as  an 
automated  teller  for  banking,  the  use  of  different  micro- 
phones  causes  variation  of  the  speech  signal.  It  is  also 

25  important  to  note  that  with  current  speaker  verification 
systems,  since  only  one  telephone  handset  or  micro- 
phone  is  used  at  a  time,  the  variation  of  the  speech  sig- 
nal  is  consistent  so  long  as  only  that  particular  handset 
or  microphone  is  used. 

30  Accordingly,  improvements  which  overcome  any  or 
all  of  these  problems  are  desirable. 

EP-A  0  397  399  describes  a  system  for  speaker 
voice  verification  which  includes  computing  speech  fea- 
ture  vectors,  linear  transformation  discarding  the  least 

35  significant  features,  aligning  references  and  input  utter- 
ances,  and  integrating  over  time  the  Euclidian  distance 
between  the  reference  and  input  feature  parameters. 

WO-A  91/18386,  which  was  filed  and  published  af- 
ter  the  priority  date  of  the  present  application,  describes 

40  a  method  of  speaker  voice  verification  in  which  a  word- 
level  tertiary  vector  is  multiplied  by  a  transformation  ma- 
trix  to  produce  a  parameter  data  vector,  each  compo- 
nent  of  which  is  compared  with  the  corresponding  com- 
ponent  of  a  reference  vector;  a  weighted  sum  of  the  dif- 

45  ferences  is  used  as  a  measure  of  similarity  between  the 
reference  and  input  utterances  of  a  word. 

It  is  an  object  of  the  present  invention  to  provide  a 
system  and  method  for  robust  speaker  verification 
which  compensates  for  distortion  or  variation  of  the 

so  speech  signal  due  to  use  of  different  telephone  hand- 
sets,  telephone  channels,  or  microphones. 

It  is  another  object  of  the  present  invention  to  pro- 
vide  a  system  and  method  for  improving  the  perform- 
ance  of  speaker  verification. 

55  It  is  a  further  object  of  the  present  invention  to  pro- 
vide  a  system  and  method  which  reduce  the  amount  of 
storage  necessary  for  speaker-specific  speech  informa- 
tion. 
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The  invention  provides  an  automated  temporal 
decorrelation  system  for  speaker  voice  verification, 
comprising:  a  collector  for  receiving  speech  from  an  un- 
known  speaker  claiming  a  specific  identity  into  a  plurality 
of  input  vectors  for  each  word  spoken;  a  word-level 
speech  feature  calculator  operable  to  utilize  a  temporal 
decorrelation  transformation  for  generating  word-level 
speech  feature  vectors  from  said  speech  inputs  re- 
ceived  from  said  collector  thereby  creating  whole-word 
vectors  which  are  statistically  uncorrelated  over  entire 
words  with  said  speech  inputs;  word-level  speech  fea- 
ture  storage  for  storing  word-level  speech  feature  vec- 
tors  known  to  belong  to  the  speaker  having  said  specific 
identity;  a  word-level  vector  scorer  to  calculate  a  simi- 
larity  score  between  said  word-level  speech  feature  vec- 
tors  received  from  said  word-level  speech  feature  cal- 
culator  and  those  received  from  said  word-level  speech 
feature  storage;  and  speaker  verification  decision  cir- 
cuitry  for  determining,  based  on  said  similarity  score  re- 
ceived  from  said  word-level  vector  scorer,  whether  said 
unknown  speaker  is  said  speaker  having  said  specific 
identity. 

The  invention  also  provides  a  temporal  decorrela- 
tion  method  for  speaker  voice  verification,  comprising 
the  steps  of:  collecting  speech  inputs  from  an  unknown 
speaker  claiming  a  specific  identity  into  a  plurality  of  in- 
put  vectors  for  each  word  spoken;  transforming  said  plu- 
rality  of  input  vectors  using  a  temporal  decorrelation 
transformation,  to  establish  word-level  speech  feature 
vectors,  thereby  creating  whole-word  vectors  which  are 
statistically  uncorrelated  over  entire  words  with  said 
speech  inputs;  retrieving  previously-stored  word-level 
speech  feature  vectors  known  to  belong  to  the  speaker 
having  said  specific  identity;  calculating  a  similarity 
score  between  said  word-level  speech  feature  vectors 
created  in  said  step  of  establishing  and  said  retrieved 
previously-stored  vectors;  and  determining,  based  on 
said  similarity  score,  whether  said  unknown  speaker  is 
said  speaker  having  said  specific  identity. 

Preferred  embodiments  of  the  present  invention 
provide  a  temporal  decorrelation  system  and  method  for 
speaker  voice  verification  that  use  the  statistically  opti- 
mal  correlation  between  measured  features  of  speech 
across  whole  words  to  verify  the  speaker's  identity.  The 
present  invention  exploits  correlations  between  groups 
of  speech  vectors  representing  the  sounds  of  individual 
words  in  an  utterance.  Since  these  correlations  span 
whole  words,  it  is  possible  to  find  statistical  features  that 
span  entire  words  which  are  relatively  independent  of 
distortions  that  remain  constant  during  an  entire  utter- 
ance.  Decorrelation  processing  using  these  statistical 
features,  as  embodied  in  the  present  invention,  provides 
a  verification  system  less  sensitive  to  distortion  and  var- 
iations  which  are  consistent  during  an  utterance,  result- 
ing  in  improved  speaker  verification  performance. 

The  temporal  decorrelation  system  and  method  of 
the  present  invention  also  reduce  the  number  of  param- 
eters  that  must  be  stored  to  represent  a  specific  speak- 

er's  voice,  thereby  reducing  the  amount  of  storage  nec- 
essary  for  speaker  specific  speech  information. 

One  system  and  method  according  to  the  present 
invention  will  now  be  described  by  way  of  example  with 

5  reference  to  the  accompanying  drawings,  in  which: 

DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  DRAWINGS 

FIG.  1  is  a  block  diagram  of  an  example  of  a  general 
10  speaker  verification  system; 

FIG.  2  is  a  block  diagram  of  showing  alignment 
processing  without  the  present  invention; 
FIG.  3  is  a  block  diagram  depicting  utterance  scor- 
ing  without  the  present  invention; 

is  FIGs.  4a-b  are  block  diagrams  of  steps  performed 
by  an  enrollment  processor  according  to  a  preferred 
embodiment  of  the  present  invent  ion;  and 
FIG.  5  is  a  block  diagram  of  a  speaker  verification 
processor  according  to  a  preferred  embodiment  of 

20  the  present  invention; 
FIG.  6  is  a  block  diagram  of  alignment  processing 
according  to  a  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present 
invention; 
FIG.  7  is  a  block  diagram  showing  whole-word 

25  transformation  according  to  a  preferred  embodi- 
ment  of  the  present  invention;  and 
FIG.  8  is  a  block  diagram  depicting  utterance  scor- 
ing  according  to  a  preferred  embodiment  of  the 
present  invention. 

30 
Corresponding  numerals  and  symbols  in  the  differ- 

ent  figures  refer  to  corresponding  parts  unless  other- 
wise  indicated. 

35  DETAILED  DESCRIPTION  OF  PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

A  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  invention  is 
best  understood  by  first  considering  Figure  1  ,  illustrating 

40  a  general  speaker  verification  system.  As  indicated 
above,  speaker  voice  verification  requires  voice  enroll- 
ment  priorto  actual  verification  usage.  To  enroll  a  known 
speaker,  enrollment  system  5  enables  a  known  speaker 
to  provide  utterances  to  speech  collector  10  by  micro- 

ns  phone,  telephone  handset,  channel,  or  the  like.  Speech 
collector  10  collects  speech  parameter  vectors  from 
such  utterances  and  provides  them  to  modeling  unit  1  5. 
Modeling  unit  15  forms  models  unique  to  the  known 
speaker  based  on  these  speech  parameter  vectors. 

so  These  speaker-unique  models  are  stored,  along  with  in- 
formation  that  identifies  the  speaker  of  the  models,  in 
storage  20. 

In  some  instances,  several  repetitions  of  the  same 
word  or  phrase  are  collected  and  parameter  vectors  cor- 

55  responding  to  the  same  portions  of  speech  are  subject- 
ed  to  alignment  (grouping  of  vectors).  The  resulting 
groups  of  vectors  are  then  averaged  by  modeling  unit 
1  5  to  provide  a  good  estimate  or  model  of  the  speaker's 

25 
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specific  reference  speech  parameter  vectors.  The  re- 
sulting  set  of  parameter  vectors  form  the  reference  mod- 
el  for  the  speaker  to  be  verified.  Often  the  parameter 
vectors  are  divided  to  form  several  separate  models  rep- 
resenting  portions  of  speech  such  as  individual  words, 
syllables,  or  phones. 

During  actual  speaker  verification,  a  speaker  first 
inputs  his  claimed  identity  to  input  portion  30  of  verifica- 
tion  system  25.  This  can  be  accomplished  by  various 
means  such  as  keying  in  an  identifying  under  (digit  en- 
try)  via  a  telephone  keypad,  using  a  credit  card  with  re- 
corded  information,  voice  recognition  of  an  identification 
phrase,  or  any  other  suitable  means.  Verification  system 
25  uses  this  claimed  identity  to  retrieve  the  correspond- 
ing  speech  models  from  storage  20.  Once  verification 
system  25  retrieves  the  speech  models  for  the  claimed 
identity,  verification  system  25  may  request  that  the 
speaker  speak  an  utterance,  or  use  the  utterance  pro- 
vided  to  claim  an  identity. 

In  fixed  text  verification  systems,  verification  system 
25  has  knowledge  of  the  text  of  each  speaker's  verifica- 
tion  utterance.  After  the  utterance  is  collected  from  the 
speaker,  it  is  converted  to  a  sequence  of  input  speech 
vectors  in  a  manner  similar  to  enrollment.  These  input 
speech  vectors  are  then  aligned  with  the  reference  mod- 
el  vectors  corresponding  to  the  speaker  with  the  claimed 
identity  using  DTW,  HMM,  or  other  algorithms  resulting 
in  a  correspondence  between  each  input  speech  vector 
and  a  reference  model  (parameter)  vector.  An  example 
of  this  type  of  alignment  is  shown  in  Figure  4,  where  in- 
put  speech  vectors  v1  -v8  are  aligned  with  the  reference 
model  (parameter)  vectors  r1-r4.  Reference  parameter 
vectors  r1  and  r2  correspond  to  a  first  word,  while  r3  and 
r4  correspond  to  a  second  word. 

After  alignment,  verification  system  25  compares 
the  input  speech  signal  of  the  spoken  utterance  to  the 
retrieved  speech  models  in  speech  model  comparator 
35.  The  comparison  is  made  between  each  of  the  input 
speech  vectors  and  its  mapped  reference  vector  to  de- 
termine  the  amount  of  similarity  between  the  vectors. 
Comparator  35  establishes  a  similarity  score  310,  as  il- 
lustrated  in  Figure  3,  calculated  for  the  entire  verification 
utterance,  based  on  the  closeness  of  the  input  speech 
signal  to  the  models  retrieved  from  storage  20.  This 
closeness  is  the  sum  of  similarity  measurements  320 
between  the  input  speech  vectors  and  the  mapped  ref- 
erence  vectors.  Similarity  of  vectors  may  be  determined 
by  several  methods  including  statistical  maximum  like- 
lihood  calculations  or  vector  quantization.  If  the  utter- 
ance  score  indicates  that  the  reference  and  input  vec- 
tors  are  similar  enough  over  the  entire  utterance  to  meet 
criteria  for  success,  (i.e.,  the  spoken  utterance  and 
speech  models  agree  closely),  then  verification  system 
25  decides  the  speaker  is  indeed  the  same  as  the 
claimed  identity.  In  some  systems,  if  the  claimed  identity 
is  verified,  then  the  input  speech  vectors  are  averaged 
with  the  mapped  reference  vectors  to  produce  an  up- 
dated  set  of  speech  reference  models  which  replace  the 

models  kept  in  storage  20. 
In  a  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  invention, 

enrollment  and  verification  both  use  HMIvl  alignment  of 
the  input  speech  parameter  vectors  with  the  reference 

5  model  parameter  vectors.  However,  the  vectors  making 
up  each  word  are  subsequently  concatenated  to  form 
single  vectors  representing  whole  words  in  the  utter- 
ance.  The  whole-word  vectors  are  subjected  to  word- 
specific  orthogonalizing  linear  transformations  to  create 

10  whole-word  vectors  which  are  statistically  uncorrelated 
over  entire  words.  The  resulting  wholeword  vectors  are 
used  to  determine  the  measure  of  similarity  between  the 
input  speech  utterance  and  the  stored  speech  parame- 
ters. 

is  More  specifically,  Fig.  4a  shows  a  block  diagram  of 
a  preferred  embodiment  which  determines  the  known 
speaker  speech  feature  vectors  from  the  speaker's  input 
speech  during  enrollment.  Beginning  with  Block  1  00,  the 
speaker  to  be  enrolled  says  a  known  verification  utter- 

20  ance.  This  speech  signal  undergoes  a  Linear  Prediction 
Coefficient  (LPC)  calculation  to  produce  vectors  of  line- 
ar  prediction  coefficients.  In  the  preferred  embodiment, 
these  vectors  consist  of  ten  coefficients  plus  two  ele- 
ments  to  define  energy  and  pitch.  Frame  parameter  vec- 

25  tor  calculator  110  uses  the  LPC  vectors  in  a  non-linear 
process  to  determine  energy,  spectral,  difference  ener- 
gy,  and  difference  spectral  speech  parameters.  These 
global  speech  parameters  are  transformed  by  global 
feature  vector  transformer  1  20  into  speech  feature  vec- 

30  tors  for  the  known  speaker.  The  global  feature  vector 
transform  is  a  predetermined  linear  transformation 
which  is  calculated  prior  to  enrollment.  It  is  constructed 
by  determining  vector  statistics  from  a  database  repre- 
senting  a  large  number  of  speakers.  The  vector  statis- 

ts  tics  are  used  in  an  eigenvector  analysis  to  design  the 
linear  transformation  which  determines  uncorrelated 
features  which  optimally  discriminate  between  speak- 
ers. 

The  speech  feature  vector  formation  described 
40  above  is  just  one  way  of  creating  speech  features.  There 

are  other  feature  calculation  methods,  such  as  calcula- 
tion  of  cepstral  coefficients,  or  use  of  feature  vectors  di- 
rectly  derived  from  the  LPC  coefficients  such  as  parcor 
or  log  area  ratio  coefficients.  The  present  invention 

45  should  not  be  limited  in  any  manner  to  a  particular 
speech  vector  calculation  method. 

Fig.  4b  illustrates  a  block  diagram  of  the  preferred 
embodiment  of  enrolling  the  known  speaker  by  creating 
word-level  speech  models  specific  to  the  speaker  from 

so  the  speech  feature  vectors.  Feature  vector  alignment 
processor  1  40  receives  the  speech  feature  vectors  from 
global  feature  vector  transformer  1  20,  and  aligns  these 
features  with  previously  determined  speaker  independ- 
ent  reference  word  model  feature  vectors  130  repre- 

ss  senting  acoustical  observations  for  each  word  of  the  ver- 
ification  utterance.  Reference  word  model  feature  vec- 
tors  1  30  are  statistical  representations  of  each  word  in 
the  known  speaker's  enrollment  input  speech,  and  are 

4 
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created  from  a  previously  collected  speech  database 
using  a  large  number  of  speakers.  According  to  a  pre- 
ferred  embodiment,  alignment  processor  140  employs 
a  Viterbi  search  HMIvl  algorithm  to  align  the  speech  and 
reference  models,  thereby  producing  a  mapping  be- 
tween  input  speech  feature  vectors  and  reference 
speech  feature  vectors  130.  As  stated  before,  other 
well-known  algorithms,  such  as  Dynamic  Time  Warping 
(DTW),  may  also  be  used  to  perform  the  alignment.  In 
the  preferred  embodiment,  the  mapping  is  such  that 
there  is  at  least  one  input  speech  feature  vector  map- 
ping  to  each  reference  vector  130,  and  each  input 
speech  vector  maps  to  only  one  reference  vector  1  30. 

In  the  preferred  embodiment,  feature  averaging  cir- 
cuitry  150  averages  the  input  speech  feature  vectors 
that  map  to  the  same  reference  vector  1  30  to  produce 
averaged  reference  model  vectors  which  characterize 
the  speech  of  the  enrolled  speaker  for  each  word.  This 
creates  a  set  of  vectors  from  the  known  speaker  corre- 
sponding  to  the  speaker  independent  reference  word 
model  vectors.  Note  that  this  results  in  the  same  number 
of  averaged  input  speech  vectors  as  there  are  reference 
vectors.  Other  means  of  combining  the  input  speech 
feature  vectors  rather  than  averaging  may  be  per- 
formed,  including  selection  of  each  individual  input  vec- 
tor  which  best  matches  each  reference  vector. 

This  averaging  process  may  be  repeated  using  sev- 
eral  enrollment  utterances  so  that  the  averaged  refer- 
ence  model  vectors  for  each  word  characterize  better 
the  speech  of  the  enrolled  speaker.  The  averaged  ref- 
erence  model  vectors  corresponding  to  each  word  are 
usually  stored  in  the  system  for  subsequent  verification 
processing.  If  a  further  reduction  in  memory  storage  is 
desired,  storage  of  the  averaged  reference  model  vec- 
tors  is  not  required. 

Word-level  vector  transformer  160  first  concate- 
nates  all  of  the  averaged  input  speech  vectors  received 
from  feature  averaging  circuitry  150  corresponding  to 
each  word  to  produce  a  single  word-level  averaged  in- 
put  speech  vector  for  each  word.  Word-level  vector 
transformer  1  60  transforms  the  word-level  vectors  using 
a  word-level  linear  transformation.  The  word-level  linear 
transformation  is  calculated  prior  to  an  enrollment  using 
word-level  vector  statistics  from  a  database  represent- 
ing  a  large  number  of  speakers,  and  is  designed  to  pro- 
duce  uncorrelated  word-level  speech  features  which  op- 
timally  discriminate  between  speakers.  As  the  last  step 
during  enrollment,  word-level  speech  feature  storage 
1  70  stores  data  identifying  the  known  speaker  and  all  of 
the  word-level  speech  feature  vectors  for  the  known 
speaker  received  from  word-level  vector  transformer 
160. 

Fig.  5  is  a  block  diagram  of  the  preferred  embodi- 
ment  of  a  speaker  verification  processor  according  to 
the  present  invention.  During  verification  processing,  an 
unknown  speaker  claims  that  his  identity  is  that  of  a 
speaker  that  has  already  been  enrolled  on  the  system. 
The  task  of  the  verification  system  is  to  determine 

whether  this  is  true.  To  accomplish  this,  the  verification 
system  prompts  the  speaker  to  say  his  verification  ut- 
terance.  The  verification  utterance  is  collected  and  the 
verification  processor  calculates  speech  feature  vectors 

5  in  speech  feature  vector  calculator  210.  Such  calcula- 
tions  involve  the  same  processing  discussed  above  in 
connection  with  Fig.  4a.  Word-level  speech  feature  cal- 
culator  220  uses  the  speech  features  output  from 
speech  feature  vector  calculator  210  together  with  the 

10  claimed  speaker  word  list  to  form  word-level  speech  fea- 
ture  vectors  for  the  unknown  speaker. 

The  processing  performed  by  word-level  speech 
feature  calculator  220  is  the  same  as  that  described  in 
connection  with  Fig.  4b,  except  that  the  word-level 

is  speech  feature  vectors  are  not  directly  stored  in  a  word- 
level  speech  feature  storage.  Instead,  the  word-level 
speech  feature  vectors  from  the  unknown  speaker  are 
input  to  word-level  vector  scorer  230.  Thus,  word-level 
speech  feature  calculator  220  uses  HMM  alignment  to 

20  map  the  input  speech  vectors  to  the  speaker  specific 
reference  model  vectors  which  correspond  to  each  word 
for  the  speaker  with  the  claimed  identity.  An  example  is 
shown  in  Figure  6,  where  input  speech  vectors  v1 
through  v8  are  mapped  (step  350)  to  reference  vectors 

25  r1  and  r2  for  word  1  and  reference  vectors  r1  and  r4  for 
word  2. 

Word-level  vector  scorer  230  calculates  a  similarity 
score  between  the  word-level  speech  feature  vectors  of 
the  unknown  speaker  coming  from  word-level  speech 

30  feature  vector  calculator  220  with  those  which  were  pre- 
viously  stored  in  word-level  speech  feature  storage  1  70. 
In  the  preferred  embodiment,  the  similarity  score  is  the 
sum,  overall  words,  of  the  Euclidean  distances  between 
the  word-level  speech  feature  vectors  of  the  unknown 

35  speaker  and  those  which  were  stored  for  the  claimed 
identity.  There  are  many  other  similarity  score  measure- 
ments  which  may  be  used,  such  as  Mahalanobis  dis- 
tance. 

The  similarity  measurement  of  the  present  inven- 
40  tion  is  significantly  different  from  prior  art.  Rather  than 

making  a  similarity  comparison  between  each  input 
speech  vector  and  the  mapped  reference  model  vector, 
the  input  speech  vectors  mapped  to  each  reference 
model  vector  are  averaged  (Figure  6,  step  360)  to  pro- 

45  duce  an  averaged  input  speech  vector  corresponding  to 
each  reference  model  vector  (a1-a4).  The  averaged  in- 
put  speech  vectors  making  up  each  word  are  concate- 
nated  to  form  a  single  whole-word  input  speech  vector 
for  each  word.  In  the  example  of  Figure  6,  a1  and  a2  are 

so  concatenated  to  form  the  whole-word  vector  for  word  1  , 
and  a3  and  a4  are  concatenated  to  form  the  whole-word 
vector  for  word  2. 

The  process  of  forming  whole-word  input  speech 
vectors  390,395  and  whole-word  reference  feature  vec- 

55  tors  410,415  is  illustrated  in  Figure  7.  Each  whole-word 
input  speech  vector  370,375  is  transformed  by  a  prede- 
termined  linear  transformation  termed  the  temporal 
decorrelation  transform  (TDT)  380  specifically  deter- 

5 
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mined  for  each  word  to  produce  a  decorrelated  whole- 
word  input  speech  feature  vector  390,395,  respectively. 
In  a  similar  manner,  whole-word  reference  speech  vec- 
tors  400,405  for  each  word  (r1-r4  in  Figure  6)  are  con- 
catenated  to  produce  a  single  whole-word  reference 
vector  for  each  word.  Whole-word  reference  speech 
vectors  400,405  are  transformed  by  the  same  TDTs  380 
to  form  whole-word  reference  feature  vectors  410,415, 
respectively. 

As  shown  in  Figure  8,  whole-word  input  speech  fea- 
ture  vectors  390,395  and  whole-word  reference  feature 
vectors  41  0,41  5  are  then  compared  (step  420)  to  deter- 
mine  individual  whole-word  feature  vector  similarity 
scores  420.  An  utterance  score  is  the  sum  of  similarity 
scores  420.  Use  of  a  statistical  maximum  likelihood  cal- 
culation  to  indicate  similarity  is  preferred,  although  other 
well-known  methods  such  as  vector  quantization  could 
be  used.  Due  to  the  decorrelation  provided  by  TDTs  380, 
many  of  the  features  in  the  whole-word  feature  vectors 
410,415  may  be  discarded.  In  the  preferred  embodi- 
ment  of  the  present  invention,  only  about  20%  of  the 
whole-word  features  per  vector  were  utilized. 

Returning  to  Figure  5,  the  resulting  similarity  score 
from  word-level  vector  scorer  230  is  input  to  speaker 
verification  decision  circuitry  240  which  compares  the 
score  with  a  predetermined  threshold.  If  the  score  is  be- 
low  the  threshold,  then  the  system  decides  that  the  un- 
known  speaker  is  who  he  claimed.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  score  is  above  the  threshold,  then  the  system  al- 
lows  the  unknown  speaker  up  to  two  more  attempts  be- 
fore  it  decides  that  the  unknown  speaker's  identity  is  not 
the  same  as  the  claimed  identity. 

In  the  preferred  embodiment,  if  speaker  verification 
decision  circuitry  240  determines  that  the  unknown 
speaker's  identity  is  the  same  as  the  claimed  identity, 
then  feature  update  averaging  circuitry  250  performs  a 
weighted  average  of  the  word-level  speech  features  of 
the  input  speech  from  word-level  speech  feature  calcu- 
lator  230  with  those  from  word-level  speech  feature  stor- 
age  1  70.  The  resulting  averaged  word-level  speech  fea- 
tures  replace  those  kept  in  word-level  speech  feature 
storage  1  70  for  the  claimed  speaker  identity.  This  yields 
an  improved  model  of  word-level  speechfeaturesforthe 
claimed  speaker. 

The  preferred  embodiment  of  the  present  invention 
creates  a  word  specific  temporal  decorrelation  linear 
transformation  (TDT)  for  each  word  of  the  vocabulary 
that  a  speaker  will  say.  Since  there  are  a  large  number 
of  parameters  that  must  be  determined  for  each  TDT,  it 
is  useful  to  employ  a  speech  database  consisting  of  ut- 
terances  from  many  different  speakers  in  which  the  vo- 
cabulary  words  are  repeated  several  times  by  each 
speaker. 

In  order  to  create  a  TDT,  covariance  matrices  of 
whole-word  vectors  for  each  vocabulary  word  are  cal- 
culated  for  each  speaker  in  the  database.  These  whole- 
word  vectors  are  formed  by  a  process  similar  to  that  for 
verification  as  shown  in  Figure  2.  Using  HMIvl  alignment, 

utterance  parameter  vectors  from  each  speaker  are 
aligned  with  predetermined  reference  model  vectors 
representing  each  word  in  the  vocabulary.  After  align- 
ment,  the  utterance  vectors  mapped  to  each  reference 

5  vector  are  averaged  to  form  averaged  utterance  vec- 
tors,  one  for  each  reference  vector.  The  averaged  utter- 
ance  vectors  for  each  word  are  concatenated  to  form 
whole-word  vectors.  The  whole-word  vectors  corre- 
sponding  to  each  vocabulary  word  are  used  to  calculate 

10  covariance  matrices  for  each  speaker  and  each  word. 
The  covariance  matrices  corresponding  to  the  same 
word  for  all  speakers  are  then  pooled.  This  results  in 
one  covariance  matrix  for  each  vocabulary  word.  Each 
of  the  covariance  matrices  is  used  in  an  eigenvector  or- 

is  thogonalization  calculation  to  generate  eigenvector  ma- 
trices  for  each  word.  Additionally,  all  whole-word  vectors 
for  each  word  (regardless  of  speaker)  are  used  to  de- 
termine  a  covariance  matrix  for  each  word  that  repre- 
sents  global  word-level  vector  covariance.  The  two  co- 

20  variance  matrices  thus  formed  for  each  vocabulary  word 
are  used  in  an  eigenvector  discriminant  calculation  to 
determine  the  linear  transformation  that  defines  uncor- 
related  word-level  features  which  optimally  discriminate 
between  speakers.  The  eigenvector  matrice's  repre- 

ss  senting  the  decorrelated  whole-word  transformations 
are  known  as  TDTs. 

As  mentioned  above,  the  amount  of  storage  for 
speaker  specific  data  is  reduced  by  use  of  the  present 
invention.  This  occurs  because  only  the  whole-word  ref- 

30  erence  features  required  to  perform  the  similarity  calcu- 
lations  are  stored.  Since  only  about  20%  of  the  features 
are  used  for  the  similarity  calculation,  storage  can  be 
reduced  by  about  80%  as  compared  to  storing  all  of  the 
reference  vectors. 

35  The  present  invention  employs  temporal  decorrela- 
tion  involving  scoring  of  word-level  vectors  to  determine 
the  similarity  with  stored  speaker-dependent  reference 
models.  A  simple  extension  of  the  concept  to  speech 
recognition  technology  can  be  made  by  performing 

40  alignment  as  described  above,  and  then  determining  a 
wordlevel  score  based  on  similarity  with  speaker-inde- 
pendent  models.  This  score  could  be  used  to  guide  rec- 
ognition  at  the  word-level. 

While  a  specific  embodiment  of  the  invention  has 
45  been  shown  and  described,  various  modifications  and 

alternate  embodiments  will  occur  to  those  skilled  in  the 
art.  Accordingly,  it  is  intended  that  the  invention  be  lim- 
ited  only  in  terms  of  the  appended  claims. 

50 
Claims 

1.  An  automated  temporal  decorrelation  system  for 
speaker  voice  verification,  comprising: 

55 
a  collector  (210)  for  receiving  speech  from  an 
unknown  speaker  claiming  a  specific  identity 
and  for  generating  a  plurality  of  input  vectors 
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(v1-v5,  v6-v8)  for  each  word  spoken; 
a  word-level  speech  feature  calculator  (220) 
operable  to  utilize  a  temporal  decorrelation 
transformation  for  generating  word  level 
speech  feature  vectors  from  said  speech  inputs  s 
received  from  said  collector  (210),  thereby  cre- 
ating  whole-word  vectors  (390,  395)  which  are 
statistically  uncorrelated  over  entire  words  with 
said  speech  inputs; 
word-level  speech  feature  storage  (20)  for  stor-  10 
ing  word-level  speech  feature  vectors  (410, 
415)  known  to  belong  to  the  speaker  having 
said  specific  identity; 
a  word-level  vector  scorer  (230)  to  calculate  a 
similarity  score  between  said  word-level  15 
speech  feature  vectors  (11,  12)  received  from 
said  word-level  speech  feature  calculator  and 
those  (R1  ,  R2)  received  from  said  word-level 
speech  feature  storage;  and 
speaker  verification  decision  circuitry  (240)  for  20 
determining,  based  on  said  similarity  score  re- 
ceived  from  said  word-level  vector  scorer, 
whether  said  unknown  speaker  is  said  speaker 
having  said  specific  identity. 

25 
2.  A  system  according  to  claim  1  ,  wherein  said  word- 

level  speech  feature  calculator  (220)  employs  HMIvl 
alignment  to  map  said  input  speech  vectors  to 
speaker  independent  reference  model  vectors 
which  correspond  to  each  word  associated  with  30 
said  speaker  having  said  specific  identity. 

3.  A  system  according  to  claim  1  or  claim  2,  wherein 
said  word  level  vector  scorer  comprises  concatena- 
tion  circuitry  for  concatenating  said  plurality  of  input  35 
vectors  making  up  a  single  word  to  form  single  vec- 
tors  representing  whole  words  in  said  speech  in- 
puts. 

tistically  uncorrelated  over  entire  words  with 
said  speech  inputs; 
retrieving  previously-stored  (20)  word-level 
speech  feature  vectors  (41  0,  41  5)  known  to  be- 
long  to  the  speaker  having  said  specific  identi- 
ty; 
calculating  a  similarity  score  between  said 
word-level  speech  feature  vectors  (11,  12)  cre- 
ated  in  said  step  of  establishing  and  said  re- 
trieved  previously-stored  vectors  (R1,  R2);  and 
determining  (240),  based  on  said  similarity 
score,  whether  said  unknown  speaker  is  said 
speaker  having  said  specific  identity. 

6.  A  method  according  to  claim  5,  wherein  said  step 
of  establishing  (220)  word-level  speech  feature  vec- 
tors  comprises  employing  HMM  alignment  to  map 
said  input  speech  vectors  to  speaker  independent 
reference  model  vectors  which  correspond  to  each 
word  associated  with  said  speaker  having  said  spe- 
cific  identity. 

7.  A  method  according  to  claim  5  or  claim  6,  wherein 
said  step  of  scoring  comprises  concatenating  said 
plurality  of  input  vectors  making  up  a  single  word  to 
form  single  vectors  representing  whole  words  in 
said  speech  inputs. 

8.  A  method  according  to  any  one  of  claims  5  to  7, 
wherein  said  similarity  score  is  a  sum,  over  all 
words,  of  Euclidean  distances  between  said  word- 
level  speech  feature  vectors  (11  ,  12)  created  in  said 
step  of  establishing  and  said  retrieved  previously- 
stored  vectors  (R1  ,  R2). 

9.  A  temporal  decorrelation  method  for  reducing  the 
amount  of  storage  necessary  for  speaker  specific 
speech  information,  comprising  the  steps  of: 

4.  A  system  according  to  any  one  of  claims  1  to  3,  40 
wherein  said  similarity  score  is  a  sum,  over  all 
words,  of  Euclidean  distances  between  said  word- 
level  speech  feature  vectors  from  said  word-level 
speech  feature  calculator  and  those  which  were 
stored  in  said  word-level  speech  feature  storage.  45 

5.  A  temporal  decorrelation  method  for  speaker  voice 
verification,  comprising  the  steps  of: 

collecting  (210)  speech  inputs  from  an  un-  so 
known  speaker  claiming  a  specific  identity  and 
for  generating  a  plurality  of  input  vectors  (v1-v5, 
v6-v8)  for  each  word  spoken; 
transforming  (220)  said  plurality  of  input  vec- 
tors  (v1  -v5,  v6-v8),  using  a  temporal  decorrela-  55 
tion  transformation,  to  establish  word-level 
speech  feature  vectors,  thereby  creating 
whole-word  vectors  (390,  395)  which  are  sta- 

establishing  word-level  speech  feature  vectors 
having  a  dimension  from  a  spoken  utterance; 
reducing  the  dimension  of  said  word-level 
speech  feature  vectors  by  applying  a  temporal 
decorrelation  linear  transformation  to  said 
word-level  feature  vectors;  and 
storing  said  word-level  feature  vectors. 

10.  A  method  according  to  any  one  of  claims  5  to  8, 
wherein  the  amount  of  storage  necessary  for  said 
word-level  speech  feature  vectors  has  been  re- 
duced  by  a  method  as  claimed  in  claim  9. 

Patentanspriiche 

1.  Automatisches  System  zurzeitlichen  Dekorrelation 
fur  die  Sprecherstimmenverifizierung  mit 

7 



13 EP  0  501  631  B1 14 

einem  Kollektor  (210)  zum  Empfangen  von 
Sprache  von  einem  unbekannten  Sprecher,  der 
eine  bestimmte  Identitat  beansprucht,  und  zum 
Erzeugen  mehrerer  Eingabevektoren  (v1-v5, 
v6-v8)  fur  jedes  gesprochene  Wort;  s 
einem  Element  (220)  zum  Berechnen  wortori- 
entierter  Sprachmerkmale,  das  so  betrieben 
werden  kann,  dal3  es  eine  zeitliche  Dekorrela- 
tionstransformation  zum  Erzeugen  von  Vekto- 
ren  wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale  aus  den  10 
von  dem  Kollektor  (210)  empfangenen  Sprach- 
eingaben  verwendet,  wodurch  Ganzwortvekto- 
ren  (390,  395)  gebildet  werden,  die  iiber  ganze 
Worter  zu  den  Spracheingaben  statistisch  un- 
korreliert  sind;  15 
einem  Speicher  (20)  wortorientierter  Sprach- 
merkmale  zum  Speichern  von  Vektoren  (410, 
41  5)  wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale,  von  de- 
nen  bekannt  ist,  dal3  sie  zu  dem  Sprecher  mit 
der  bestimmten  Identitat  gehoren;  20 
einem  Element  (230)  zum  Bewerten  wortorien- 
tierter  Vektoren,  urn  eine  Bewertung  der  Ahn- 
lichkeit  zu  berechnen,  die  zwischen  den  von 
dem  Element  zum  Berechnen  wortorientierter 
Sprachmerkmale  empfangenen  Vektoren  (11,  25 
12)  wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale  und  den 
von  dem  Speicher  wortorientierter  Sprach- 
merkmale  empfangenen  Vektoren  (R1  ,  R2)  be- 
steht;  und 
einer  Sprecherverifizierungsentscheidungs-  30 
schaltungsanordnung  (240),  die  auf  der  Grund- 
lage  der  von  dem  Element  zum  Bewerten  wort- 
orientierter  Vektoren  empfangenen  Ahnlich- 
keitsbewertung  entscheidet,  ob  der  unbekannte 
Sprecher  der  Sprecher  ist,  der  die  bestimmte  35 
Identitat  aufweist. 

System  nach  Anspruch  1,  bei  dem  das  Element 
(220)  zum  Berechnen  wortorientierter  Sprachmerk- 
male  eine  HMM-Ausrichtung  verwendet,  urn  die  40 
Vektoren  eingegebener  Sprache  auf  sprecherunab- 
hangige  Referenzmodellvektoren  abzubilden,  die 
jedem  zu  dem  Sprecher  mit  der  bestimmten  Identi- 
tat  gehorenden  Wort  entsprechen. 

45 
System  nach  Anspruch  1  oder  Anspruch  2,  bei  dem 
das  Element  zum  Bewerten  wortorientierter  Vekto- 
ren  eine  Verkettungsschaltungsanordnung  zum 
Verketten  mehrerer  Eingabevektoren  umfaBt,  die 
ein  einzelnes  Wort  bilden,  ,  urn  einzelne  Vektoren  so 
zu  bilden,  die  ganze  Worter  der  Spracheingaben  re- 
prasentieren. 

System  nach  einem  der  Anspruche  1  bis  3,  bei  dem 
die  Ahnlichkeitsbewertung  eine  iiber  alle  Worter  ge-  55 
bildete  Summe  der  euklidischen  Abstande  zwi- 
schen  den  Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprachmerk- 
male  von  dem  Element  zum  Berechnen  wortorien- 

tierter  Sprachmerkmale  und  den  in  dem  Speicher 
wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale  gespeicherten 
Vektoren  ist. 

5.  Zeitliches  Dekorrelationsverfahren  zur  Sprecher- 
stimmenverifizierung,  bei  dem 

Spracheingaben  von  einem  unbekannten 
Sprecher  gesammelt  werden  (210),  der  eine 
bestimmte  Identitat  beansprucht,  und  mehrere 
Eingabevektoren  (v1-v5,  v6-v8)  fur  jedes  ge- 
sprochene  Wort  erzeugt  werden; 
die  mehreren  Eingabevektoren  (v1-v5,  v6-v8) 
unter  Verwendung  einer  zeitlichen  Dekorrelati- 
onstransformation  transformiert  werden  (220), 
urn  Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale 
zu  erzeugen,  wodurch  Ganzwortvektoren  (390, 
395)  gebildet  werden,  die  iiber  ganze  Worter 
zu  den  Spracheingaben  statistisch  unkorreliert 
sind; 
vorher  gespeicherte  (20)  Vektoren  (410,  415) 
wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale  wiederaus- 
gelesen  werden,  von  denen  bekannt  ist,  dal3 
sie  zu  dem  Sprecher  mit  der  bestimmten  Iden- 
titat  gehoren; 
eine  Bewertung  der  Ahnlichkeit  berechnet  wird, 
die  zwischen  den  bei  dem  Erzeugungsschritt 
gebildeten  Vektoren  (11,  12)  wortorientierter 
Sprachmerkmale  und  wiederausgelesenen 
vorher  gespeicherten  Vektoren  (R1,  R2)  be- 
steht;  und 
auf  der  Grundlage  der  Ahnlichkeitsbewertung 
entschieden  wird,  ob  der  unbekannte  Sprecher 
der  Sprecher  ist,  der  die  bestimmte  Identitat 
aufweist. 

6.  Verfahren  nach  Anspruch  5,  bei  dem  beim  Erzeu- 
gen  (220)  der  Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprach- 
merkmale  eine  HMIvl-Ausrichtung  verwendet  wird, 
urn  die  Vektoren  eingegebener  Sprache  auf  spre- 
cherunabhangige  Referenzmodellvektoren  abzu- 
bilden,  die  jedem  zu  dem  Sprecher  mit  der  bestimm- 
ten  Identitat  gehorenden  Wort  entsprechen. 

7.  Verfahren  ach  Anspruch  5  oder  Anspruch  6,  bei 
dem  beim  Bewerten  mehrere  Eingabevektoren,  die 
ein  einzelnes  Wort  bilden,  verkettet  werden,  so  dal3 
einzelne  Vektoren  gebildet  werden,  die  ganze  Wor- 
ter  der  Spracheingaben  reprasentieren. 

8.  Verfahren  nach  einem  der  Anspruche  5  bis  7,  bei 
dem  die  Ahnlichkeitsbewertung  eine  iiber  alle  Wor- 
ter  gebildete  Summe  der  euklidischen  Abstande 
zwischen  den  wahrend  des  Erzeugungsschritts  ge- 
bildeten  Vektoren  (11,  12)  wortorientierter  Sprach- 
merkmale  und  den  wiederausgelesenen  vorher  ge- 
speicherten  Vektoren  (R1  ,  R2)  ist. 

8 
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9.  Zeitliches  Dekorrelationsverfahren  zur  Reduzie- 
rung  des  fur  sprecherspezifische  Sprachinformati- 
on  notwendigen  Speicherbedarfs,  bei  dem: 

Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale,  die 
eine  Dimension  aufweisen,  aus  einer  gespro- 
chenen  AuBerung  erzeugt  werden; 
die  Dimension  der  Vektoren  wortorientierter 
Sprachmerkmale  durch  Anwendung  einer  li- 
nearen  zeitlichen  Dekorrelationstransformati- 
on  auf  die  Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprach- 
merkmale  reduziert  wird;  und 
die  Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprachmerkmale 
gespeichert  werden. 

10.  Verfahren  nach  einem  der  Anspruche  5  bis  8,  bei 
dem  der  fur  die  Vektoren  wortorientierter  Sprach- 
merkmale  notwendige  Speicherbedarf  durch  ein 
Verfahren  nach  Anspruch  9  vermindert  wurde. 

Revendications 

1.  Systeme  de  decorrelation  temporelle  automatisee 
pour  un  controle  de  la  voix  d'un  locuteur, 
comprenant  : 

un  collecteur  (210)  pour  recevoir  des  signaux 
vocaux  d'un  locuteur  inconnu  revendiquant  une 
identite  specifique  et  pour  produire  une  plurali- 
ty  de  vecteurs  d'entree  (vl-v5,  v6-v8)  pour  cha- 
que  mot  prononce; 
un  calculateur  (220)  de  caracteristiques  des  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots,  pouvant 
fonctionner  de  maniere  a  utiliser  une  transfor- 
mation  de  decorrelation  temporelle  pour  pro- 
duire  des  vecteurs  caracteristiques  de  signaux 
vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots,  a  partir  desdits  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  d'entree  recus  en  provenance 
dudit  collecteur  (210),  en  creant  ainsi  des  vec- 
teurs  de  mots  complets  (390,  395),  qui  sont  de- 
correles  du  point  de  vue  statistique,  sur  des 
mots  entiers  avec  lesdits  signaux  vocaux  d'en- 
tree; 
une  memoire  (20)  de  caracteristiques  de  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots  pour  memo- 
riser  des  vecteurs  caracteristiques  (410,  415) 
de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots,  dont 
on  sait  qu'ils  appartiennent  au  locuteur  posse- 
dant  ladite  identite  specifique; 
un  dispositif  (230)  de  calcul  du  score  entre  vec- 
teurs  au  niveau  des  mots  pour  calculer  un  score 
ou  degre  de  similitude  entre  lesdits  vecteurs  ca- 
racteristiques  (1  1  ,  12)  de  signaux  vocaux  au  ni- 
veau  de  mots,  recus  dudit  dispositif  de  calcul 
de  caracteristiques  de  signaux  vocaux  au  ni- 
veau  de  mots,  et  ceux  (R1  ,  R2)  recus  de  ladite 
memoire  de  caracteristiques  de  signaux  vo- 

caux  au  niveau  de  mots;  et 
un  circuit  (240)  de  decision  de  controle  du  lo- 
cuteur  pour  determiner,  sur  la  base  dudit  score 
de  similitude  recu  du  dispositif  de  calcul  du  sco- 

5  re  de  similitude  de  vecteurs  au  niveau  des 
mots,  si  ledit  locuteur  inconnu  est  ledit  locuteur 
qui  possede  ladite  identite  specifique. 

2.  Systeme  selon  la  revendication  1  ,  dans  lequel  ledit 
10  calculateur  (220)  de  caracteristiques  de  signaux  vo- 

caux  au  niveau  des  mots  utilise  un  alignement  HMIvl 
pour  mettre  en  correspondance  lesdits  vecteurs  de 
signaux  vocaux  d'entree  avec  des  vecteurs  mode- 
les  de  reference  independants  du  locuteur  qui  cor- 

es  respondent  a  chaque  mot  associe  audit  locuteur 
possedant  ladite  identite  specifique. 

3.  Systeme  selon  la  revendication  1  ou  2,  dans  lequel 
ledit  dispositif  de  calcul  du  score  de  similitude  de 

20  vecteurs  au  niveau  des  mots  comprend  un  circuit 
de  concatenation  servant  a  concatener  ladite  plu- 
rality  de  vecteurs  d'entree  constituant  un  seul  mot 
pour  former  des  vecteurs  individuels  representant 
des  mots  complets  dans  lesdits  signaux  vocaux 

25  d'entree. 

4.  Systeme  selon  I'une  quelconque  des  revendica- 
tions  1  a  3,  dans  lequel  ledit  score  de  similitude  est 
une  somme,  realisee  sur  tous  les  mots,  de  distan- 

30  ces  euclidiennes  entre  lesdits  vecteurs  caracteris- 
tiques  de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots,  de- 
livres  par  ledit  calculateur  de  caracteristiques  de  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots  et  les  vecteurs 
qui  ont  ete  memorises  dans  ladite  memoire  de  ca- 

35  racteristiques  de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des 
mots. 

5.  Procede  de  decorrelation  temporelle  pour  controler 
la  voix  d'un  locuteur,  comprenant  les  etapes  consis- 

40  tant  a  : 

collecter  (210)  des  signaux  vocaux  d'entree 
provenant  d'un  locuteur  inconnu  revendiquant 
une  identite  specifique  et  produire  une  pluralite 

45  de  vecteurs  d'entree  (v1-v5,  v6-v8)  pour  cha- 
que  mot  prononce; 
transformer  (220)  ladite  pluralite  de  vecteurs 
d'entree  (v1-v5,  v6-v8)  en  utilisant  une  trans- 
formation  de  decorrelation  temporelle,  pour 

so  etablir  des  vecteurs  caracteristiques  de  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots,  en  creant 
ainsi  des  vecteurs  de  mots  complets  (390, 
395),  qui  sont  decorreles  statistiquement,  sur 
les  mots  entiers,  avec  lesdits  signaux  vocaux 

55  d'entree; 
recuperer  des  vecteurs  (410,  415)  de  caracte- 
ristiques  de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des 
mots,  prealablement  memorises  (20)  et  dont  on 

9 
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sait  qu'ils  appartiennent  au  locuteur  possedant 
ladite  identite  specifique; 
calculer  un  score  de  similitude  entre  lesdits 
vecteurs  caracteristiques  (1  1  ,  12)  de  signaux  vo- 
caux  au  niveau  des  mots,  crees  lors  de  ladite 
etape  d'etablissement,  et  lesdits  vecteurs  recu- 
peres  prealablement  memori.ses  (R1,  R2);  et 
determiner  (240),  sur  la  base  dudit  score  de  si- 
militude,  si  ledit  locuteur  inconnu  est  ledit  locu- 
teur  possedant  ladite  identite  specifique. 

6.  Precede  selon  la  revendication  5,  selon  lequel  ladi- 
te  etape  d'etablissement  (220)  de  vecteurs  carac- 
teristiques  de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots 
consiste  a  utiliser  un  alignement  HMIvl  pour  mettre 
en  correspondance  lesdits  vecteurs  de  signaux  vo- 
caux  d'entree  avec  des  vecteurs  modeles  de  refe- 
rence  independents  du  locuteur  qui  correspondent 
a  chaque  mot  associe  audit  locuteur  possedant  la- 
dite  identite  specifique. 

7.  Procede  selon  la  revendication  5  ou  6,  selon  lequel 
ladite  etape  de  calcul  d'un  score  comprend  la  con- 
catenation  de  ladite  pluralite  de  vecteurs  d'entree 
constituant  un  seul  mot  pour  former  des  vecteurs 
uniques  representant  des  mots  complets  dans  les- 
dits  signaux  vocaux  d'entree. 

8.  Procede  selon  I'une  quelconque  des  revendications 
5  a  7,  selon  lequel  ledit  score  de  similitude  est  une 
somme,  consideree  surtous  les  mots,  de  distances 
euclidiennes  entre  lesdits  vecteurs  caracteristiques 
(11,  12)  de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots, 
crees  lors  de  ladite  etape  d'etablissement  et  lesdits 
vecteurs  extraits,  prealablement  memorises  (R1, 
R2). 

9.  Procede  de  decorrelation  temporelle  pour  reduire 
la  quantite  de  memoire  necessaire  pour  une  infor- 
mation  de  signaux  vocaux  specifiques  a  un  locu- 
teur,  comprenant  les  etapes  consistant  a  : 

etablir  des  vecteurs  caracteristiques  de  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots,  possedant 
une  dimension  a  partir  d'une  prononciation  de 
mots  prononces; 
reduire  la  dimension  desdits  vecteurs  caracte- 
ristiques  de  signaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des 
mots  par  application  d'une  transformation  li- 
neaire  de  decorrelation  temporelle  auxdits  vec- 
teurs  caracteristiques  au  niveau  des  mots;  et 
memoriser  lesdits  vecteurs  caracteristiques  au 
niveau  des  mots. 

1  0.  Procede  selon  I'une  quelconque  des  revendications 
5  a  8,  selon  lequel  la  quantity  de  memoire  neces- 
saire  pour  lesdits  vecteurs  caracteristiques  de  si- 
gnaux  vocaux  au  niveau  des  mots  a  ete  reduite  au 

moyen  d'un  procede  tel  que  revendique  dans  la  re- 
vendication  9. 
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